Introduction
International treaties impact national law on a variety of levels. Firstly, and most importantly, they infl uence policy-making. Second, they do infl uence legislationas is indeed their aim. Other papers in this collection discuss these aspects of the implementation of the U.N. Convention on the Rights of Persons with Disabilities (hereafter CRPD).
1 Th is article attempts to predict how that Convention will come to be viewed and applied in the domestic courts of Iceland, Norway and Denmark.
2 Th e gist of the discussion concerns conventions or treaties which have been ratifi ed but not incorporated into domestic law. Th is is a problem particular to those countries that have a dualist tradition towards international law, such as the Nordic countries.
In dualist traditions, international law and domestic law are, in principle, viewed as two distinct legal systems. 3 Th is entails that unless rules stemming from international law are expressly incorporated into domestic law, they are not viewed as an integral part of the domestic legal system and can, in principle, not be relied upon in domestic courts. 4 Th e Nordic tradition has been to ratify international human rights conventions but not incorporate them into domestic law.
Dualist approaches stand in contrast to monist approaches, according to which rules stemming from international law become part of the (only) legal system. Holland is often taken as an example of that, although Germany and France could also be mentioned.
5
In theory at least, the status of an international treaty that has been duly signed and ratifi ed poses no problem in those countries which take a monist approach: Th e treaty rules simply become part of the legal system. In practice, the issue may not be quite so clear, but nonetheless, it is clear why the questions raised in this paper are important primarily in those countries who tend towards a dualist view of international law.
It must be noted that irrespective of the diff erences between the monist and dualist traditions, it is beyond dispute that the CRPD, like other international conventions, is binding on the States Parties.
6 However, this article will consider the Convention's eff ect in the domestic courts, not states' obligations under international law.
Dualist systems diff er. While some systems have, during certain periods of time, kept international and domestic law strictly separate, others are quite faithful to international law. One can thus envision dualist approaches as existing on a continuum, running from utter disregard of international law to being quite faithful to it, even though that adherence is not based on the same principles as it is in monist approaches. Instead, it will generally be based on interpretative approaches and rules.
7 Dualist jurisdictions will be located at diff erent places 
